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DETAILED ACTION 

A. This action is in response to tlie following communications: Request for 
Continued Examination filed: 08/23/2007. 

B. Claims 1-14 remains pending. Claims 15-22 have been cancelled. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and Invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e). (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over George 
Francis DeStefano (US 6.075,531), herein referred to as "DeStefano" in view of Bhogal 
et al (US 6.806.888), herein referred to as "Bhogal". 
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The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome 
by: (1 ) a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not an 
invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject 
matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed 
in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 
1 .131 ; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1 .130 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in the 
application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1.321(c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing 
that the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

As for independent claims 1 and 9, DeStefano teaches a method and corresponding 
apparatus comprising: presenting a plurality of windows on an output device (figure 10, 
col. 5, lines 7-19; wherein the user on a computer system is running an application and 
is connected in a distributed computing environment wherein the application being ran 
can be ran on another machine thru means of a server or direct connection within the 
distributed computing environment); wherein each of the plurality of windows displays a 
respective application and a respective group identifier that indicates a respective group 
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to which the respective application in the respective window belongs, wherein at least 
one of the respective group identifiers indicates that the respective window is not to be 
sent to an auxiliary output device (figure 11; col. 13, lines 10-67 and col.14, lines 1-6; 
wherein the user groups application windows together and the grouping is indicated with 
an Icon of currently selected windows in a group, from there the user can manipulate 
the group in such as moving it to another screen connected to the computer and since 
the computer system is connected in a distribution computing environment that other 
device can be a another computer system which has a projector as a display (col. 5, 
lines 20-29) when of course doing so that user can pick and choose what windows to 
manipulate which in a sense is denying specific content form the users computer 
system to be displayed on another computer system whom which has a projector as a 
computer display which has a graphical indicator of selected windows being 
manipulated); selecting a subset of the plurality of windows; and sending the subset to 
the auxiliary output device (figure 14; wherein the user can select a group of windows 
and display them on a connected computer system in a distributed computing 
environment). The use of a distributed computing system to achieve the predicted 
results of displaying a program from one display device to another would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill In that art for what is commonly known about distributed 
computer environment ( http://en.wikipedia.orq/wiki/Distrlbuted computing ). However to 
further support the DeStefano, since DeStefano does not expressly teach taking content 
from one display and displaying it to another display Bhogal, in the same field of 
endeavor, teaches selecting a portion of a first display and displaying it to a second 
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display; in such tliat the first display is viewed by the presenter and the second display 
is viewed by the audience, thus Bhogal teaches wherein at least one of the respective 
group identifiers indicates that the respective window is not to be sent to an auxiliary 
output device (figures 2-3; col.2, lines 45-55; col.4, lines 8-41). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine Bhogal 
into DeStefano because both Bhogal and DeStefano teach methods of display screen 
management (col. 1, lines 11-16). 

As for dependent claims 2 and 10, DeStefano teaches the method and corresponding 
apparatus of claims 1 and 9, wherein the auxiliary output device comprises a projector 
(col.5, line 24). 

As for dependent claims 3 and 1 1 , DeStefano teaches the method and corresponding 
apparatus of claims 1 and 9, wherein the selecting further comprises: selecting the 
subset based on group affiliations of the plurality of windows (figure 1 1 ). 

As for dependent claim 4, DeStefano teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
selecting further comprises: selecting the subset based on a list of allowed applications 
(figure 1 1 , wherein the use selects what application windows to group together, acts as 
an author of what gets grouped and what does not get grouped to be further displayed 
elsewhere on the display or another; note the analysis of claim 1 above). 
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As for dependent claim 5, DeStefano teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
selecting further comprises: selecting the subset based on a list of disallowed 
applications (note the analysis of claim 4 above; wherein the user can select any subset 
on the display device to manipulate in anyway). 

As for dependent claims 6 and 13, DeStefano teaches the method and conresponding 
apparatus of claims 1 and 9, wherein the selecting further comprises: detecting that an 
application has launched; and determining whether the application belongs to a 
selected group (figures 18-19). 

As for dependent claims 7 and 14, DeStefano teaches the method and conresponding 
apparatus of claims 1 and 9, wherein the selecting further comprises: detecting that an 
application has been brought into focus; and detemiining whether the application 
belongs to a group (figure 1 7). 

As for dependent claim 8, DeStefano teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
changing the subset that is sent to the auxiliary output device (figure 16). 

As for dependent claim 12, DeStefano teaches the apparatus of claim 1 1 , further 
comprising: means for displaying the group affiliations in the respective windows (figure 
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1 1 ; indication of a group). 

(Note:) It is noted that any citation to specific, pages, coiumns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and 

any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it 
contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In 
re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332-33, 216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 1006,1009, 158 
USPQ 275, 277 (CCPA 1968)). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Inquires 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Augustine whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1056. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday: 7:30- 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Infomriation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomriation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Nicholas Augustine / 
Examiner / 
AU: 2179 / 



N. Augustine 
November 21 , 2007 



